The author notes that European spiritual culture has provided the world with two great myths: the myth of Jesus Christ and the Promethean myth. These two myths were an early indication of the rise of the hidden predatory spiritual paradigm. As a result of this paradigm (setting), later culture hypertrophically strengthened the human genetic predisposition towards an aggressive adaptive strategy. It is therefore necessary, according to the author, to expose and criticize this predatory paradigm and eventually transform it into a biophilic paradigm. If we want to understand this requirement, we need a higher-order theory, an evolutionary ontological theory of culture. One of the ways of achieving this objective is to weaken and criticize the myth in which the defiant Prometheus acts as an honored civilization hero. In the second part the author briefly introduces his evolutionary-ontological concept of culture. He defends the claim that culture is an artificial system with its own internal information and that two types of order have come into existence within culture in harmony with this information (spiritual culture): 1. strictly information-prescribed structures (specifically the material culture and technology), 2. Spontaneously (through succession) originating structures (especially institutions). If we want to change the orientation of the cultural system, we have to change not only its current information but also its former spiritual setting (paradigm).
It is sure enough that European culture has provided the world with two great myths in addition to the spiritual foundations of the arts and philosophic and scientific rationality: the myth of Christ and the Promethean myth. The myth of Christ, based on human salvation and hope, seems to have been gradually exhausted in consumerist technological civilization. The defiant Promethean myth (Aischylos), resurrected by European Romanticism, is also weakening and will probably be abandoned. I believe that both these myths are closely connected not only with their approximate places of origin but also with the hidden spiritual orientation of the agricultural, craft and fishing culture. They are part of a human value that has left nature behind, an indication of the rise of a hidden predatory spiritual paradigm.
The current crisis again raises the question of how and from what (framework, paradigm) did the spiritual setting emerge that existed at the beginning of the rapid cultural rise of Europe. What prompted the contemporary technologically developed part of humanity to enter into a period of abiotic nature-destroying culture? Why is the conflict between culture and the Earth becoming critical and why do people today so ostentatiously despise their original natural home? In the spirit of the Promethean dream they foolishly strive to HUMAN AFFAIRS 23, 495-506, 2013 DOI: 10.2478 continually humiliate weakened nature and disregard the fact that the enlightened belief in reason and science has been shattered just as the hope of establishing of a socially just society has. I have been claiming for many years that contemporary culture is an anti-nature culture and that it has been founded on the development of the human species' aggressive adaptive strategy (see Šmajs 2003, 636-640) . I have only recently realized that this strategy has not grown directly out of the human genome, (our naturalness) but has a historically based spiritual foundation, which is no longer a product of natural evolution. Only nature, humans and their genome are the products of natural biotic evolution. These products are therefore only the roots of the spiritual foundation of culture.
Non-natural cultural existence, achieved by transforming natural existence on naturally highly-ordered Earth, is shaped according to information which is not contained in the human genome. It is shaped according to rules (information) that only come into existence together with culture. This new non-natural information, known as spiritual culture, is, together with its hidden foundation (anti-nature setting), a product of cultural evolution, just as much as natural information (with its biotic setting) is a product of natural evolution.
The hidden predatory foundation of culture, which used to be a prerequisite for its antinature expansion, is currently driving it towards its own destruction. Revelation, weakening and the final removal of this predatory spiritual foundation have become prerequisite for the long-term existence of humans as a species, a starting point of a purposeful biophilic transformation of culture. Contemporary global capitalism is probably the last evolutionary stage in implementing this once righteous spiritual support for our cultural adaptive strategy.
Paradigmatic role of European culture
Although humankind is a single biological species, i.e. it developed at a single location on this planet and therefore share a common genome (the same human naturalness), it has created very different cultures in the course of cultural evolution. And our European culture has hypertrophically strengthened the genetic species' predisposition towards an aggressive adaptive strategy. In a notional competition with other cultures it has accepted and developed a predatory spiritual paradigm. But since there are still cultures of hunters and gatherers and cultures of nomads and primitive agriculturalists, I believe that the polyfunctional human genome does not only contain the potential for an aggressive adaptive strategy. The remaining non-technological cultures demonstrate that the human genome also provides humility, respect for nature and fear of anything that exceeds both humans and nature.
The predatory paradigm, which originated and grew stronger in the cultures of huntergatherer and Neolithic societies, the outlines of which can only be seen in the Ancient Greek world, still influences science, education and the values of European-American culture. Through the preserved references to mythology, means of abstraction, the conceptual ideals of science, the arts and philosophy, classical Greek thinking has filtered our observations on reality not only in a reduced and species-selfish way but above all in a false and distorted manner. No matter how useful the Greek and later the Galileo-Newton technological abstractions were in enabling the scientific and technological progress that led to control being acquired over natural forces for human cultural purposes, they have failed to bring happiness and improve the human lot through culture. Quite the contrary-when used by economic and political power they have brought globalized culture to the brink of demise. If current trends in economic growth, expansion and abiotic consumption continue, we will soon lose all we have achieved.
Many of us feel that the natural sciences, which have studied nature for three thousand years, cannot help nature, which has been weakened by contemporary culture. This is because existentially, functionally and in terms of values, nature is independent of the content of natural science knowledge. On the other hand culture, which originates through human activity (and which has long developed spontaneously, i.e. without the theoretical understanding of the cultural system required by the social sciences understanding of the structure of the cultural system) will be increasingly dependent on a theoretical understanding of its own structure amidst its own planetary crisis.
Need for a higher-order theory
Traditional social science theories cannot provide sufficient explanation for the crisis and nor can they solve it since they unintentionally helped create the crisis and exacerbate it through incorrect diagnosis. If we want to understand this crisis, we really need a higherorder theory, an evolutionary ontological theory of culture. Only such a theory would demonstrate that the predatory focus of natural science knowledge irreversibly damages nature through its use in production, material culture and consumer technology. We also need a new evolutionary and system theory because nature and culture are two historically created systems with their own internal information and we have to discover the hidden reasons for the conflict (and possible cooperation) between them to ensure the survival of humans as a species.
Put yet another way, to provide straightforward answers to these questions we do not simply need the as yet non-existent ontology of culture but also we also need new cultural sciences informed by natural sciences. It is high time we finally abandoned the belief that culture is just a continuation of the evolution of nature by other means, that the evolution of culture is the peak of the evolution of nature and that it cultivates both humans and nature. This is because humans do not represent the peak nor are they the essence of natural evolution; they are just an ordinary biological species, homogeneous with nature, and therefore scientifically no conflict can be discovered between humans and nature. In contrast to the prevailing belief, I defend the idea that human particularity does not primarily consist in the fact that humans speak, think, learn and believe. I believe that it consists in the fact that humans are the only species that has managed to create an artificial body of its own, its own expanded phenotype-culture. However, even the relatively simple early culture started to occupy niches in other living systems and drive these living systems out of their natural homes. It built human settlements and spread ever more sophisticated artificial artifacts. Humans have in fact managed to seemingly shake off nature for some time and ignite and spread a young, species-selfish cultural evolution at the expense of the decline in natural structures.
Only today, on the basis of natural science knowledge on the subtle molecular structure of living systems, are we able to realize that from the viewpoint of highly-ordered nature our culture is just a shanty quickly built from the ruins of a gradually demolished natural temple and that it is a do-it-yourself transformation of unique abiotic and biotic layers of a perfectly harmonized system. We can see that this is a species-selfish transformation, which will not be preserved after the demise of the human race, in contrast to the natural structures destroyed. Therefore talking about organisms being driven out of their niches or the Earth's resources being destroyed or stolen does not deal with the essence of the problem. There is no means of renewing the natural structures that came into existence by means of a lengthy natural evolution and that have been destroyed by culture. There is no harmless way of returning the stolen and culturally re-ordered structures back into their natural cycles either. We have not found an easy way of recycling our culture that does not damage nature.
Through our artificial culture, we have divided a planet that was originally ontically united into two opposing spheres, culture and nature. I hope, though, that our belief in the dominance of our own product both in terms of function and value, an ever more sophisticated anti-nature culture, will be short-lived. We have been struck blind by the success with which it has expanded and we dare to plunder and destroy structures that we did not create, structures that preceded us and that would have survived us. The spread of technological artifacts has been accompanied by an expanding ignorance, pride in science and technology, which are not understood by the average human, instead of being accompanied by doubt and fear of the future. An illusion regarding future economic growth has spread and this growth is supposed to bring people work. But it is production-oriented scientific and technological progress that has taken away people's productive labor over the past few decades. People estranged from nature long for ownership, consumption and power as if they did not know that by participating in the destruction of the structures they did not create, they have contributed to the final destruction of everything they are creating now.
Europe and the world are not therefore threatened by human social equality-by communism. The world is haunted by the unintended devastation of the Earth by anti-nature culture.
New understanding of the crisis
Yet, we still do not have a critical philosophical reflection of this crisis. Critical philosophical thinking seems to have vanished some time ago. Social, economic and political science analyses dealing almost exclusively with human and social issues unintentionally hide the essence of reality. Processes that nowadays decide the future habitability of the Earth and therefore also the survival of the human species cannot be reduced to people, their destinies, problems and relationships. Human beings and the ever larger systems are real bodies within an expanding cultural society. This means that humans exist on this planet not only alongside other homogenous natural systems but also the cultural system, which is different from nature and which is not biologically homogeneous to people. People seem to be attached to the ever larger cultural system as living pendants despite only having created it through activity and consumption.
Since the laws on conserving mass and energy apply to the whole Universe, the cultural system can grow only at the expense of destroying the natural systems, at the expense of diminishing natural existence. The ontical conflict between culture and nature, the inconsistency between the cultural order and the natural order, is therefore the fundamental cause of the current civilization crisis.
And since it is impossible to overcome contemporary anti-nature culture just through spiritual means, i.e. feelings of liberty and changes in human consciousness, we have to seek the establishment of a biophilic global culture, a culture that would be intentionally minimized and adapted to nature. It seems that growth could be stopped and the objectively necessary transformation of the excessive material culture and technosphere could be started only by a set of new biophilic policies based on practical social control informed by the new ontology.
If this biophilic policy is to be democratic, it has to be shaped both from below and from above. Therefore only an evolutionary ontological minimum, i.e. a general ideological rationality understandable to the public could be an effective prop for environmental policies. All people should know that in the long term humans can only live in a biosphere similar to the one which once created them. They should know that global culture and the technosphere, just like the biosphere, cannot grow extensively anymore since they have nowhere to expand to. They should know that any hope of reconciling culture with nature must be connected with the new rationality and education of the public. We have boasted about rationality for a few centuries yet many of us still do not know that partial rationality is blind and prone to abuse, and that it is a tool of human and cultural agents and is therefore species ' and culture's pre-configuration. This double conditionality of human rationality is determined first by the fact that we have been cognizing the world with regard to our own survival and that we have been doing so by means of an apparatus created by natural evolution. And second, it is determined by the fact that culture is not prescribed by the human genome and that it is a process and the result of human activity that competes with natural evolution and which could cooperate with it only following a radical change in its anti-nature spiritual orientation. This is also the reason why nature will not help us criticize and overcome the hidden spiritual paradigm of culture. Nature created our biological uniqueness, our conservative naturalness, but it did not create the predatory spiritual paradigm. This predatory spiritual paradigm was shaped within culture during the intense fight for survival between particular cultures of which only some were historically selected. Thus nature is simply a fascinating creative activity, a universal subjectivity, that has borne us together with other creatures and which we are indebted to for all that is natural and human.
We depend on the healthy and uncontaminated Earth every time we breathe, every time we drink a cup of water and every time we eat a morsel of food. Therefore we have to rehabilitate the Earth both in theoretical terms and in terms of values-we have to make it sacred, we have to return to an almost pagan worshipping of the Earth. Our natural belief in supernatural existence should once again be focused on natural existences, to the overlooked subjectivity of the Earth, which exceeds limited human and entrepreneurial subjectivity and which we therefore have no right to take over into our hands. One of the paths towards fulfilling this ambitious goal is to weaken and criticize the myth in which the defiant Prometheus acts as an honored civilization hero. The main players in the globalized culture, the owners of large banks and corporations act as if they do not know that they are committing sins and that even planetary consumer culture will eventually be ground by the mills of God.
An outline of evolutionary ontology of culture
The evolutionary ontological concept of culture, which I have been striving to create, is a hitherto unrecognized ontical structure (for an attempt to define a philosophical ontology of culture see Šmajs 2012) . It is certainly not just information (spiritual culture); it is a "physical" system for which spiritual culture is a "mere" informational subsystem -a builtin and dispersed "genome", a structural constitutive memory. However, this memory does not just consist of phylogenetically originated genetic information, which integrates the biosphere at the subtle genotype level (at the molecular level of implicate order). It consists of purposefully colored human neuronal information, which comes from the cultural system and which is encoded by ordinary human language. This is the information that conceptually integrates culture at the coarse phenotype (explicit) level.
The cultural order, both derived from and dependent on nature, does not come into existence from below, i.e. by means of the spontaneous activity of atoms, molecules and more complex natural structures (including the activity of living systems). It comes into existence from above-exclusively through human activity. And this is the very reason why human activity is so dangerous for both the Earth and for humans themselves: the expanding cultural system has the ability to dangerously violate the natural order which temporally precedes humans and their cultural order and which has been objectified in both inanimate and animate natural structures. Culture, a different structure, cannot restructure the naturally ordered surface of the Earth without destroying the natural ecosystems, without increasing entropy and without damaging the rare formations created through evolution (for more information about these matters see Šmajs 2008) .
The cultural system is not able to constitutively utilize the highly objective human genetic information, which is biologically constitutive for a specific species and which reliably places the human organism within the totality of the abiotic and biotic environments of the Earth. Quite the contrary-from its very inception it has had to build on its own sociocultural information, which is alien to nature. Despite the fact that this sociocultural information has been created by altering human sensual-neuronal information, it has become the bearer of a cognitional interest of an impersonal cultural system. Human ontogenetic (neuronal) cognition is not only coarser and approximate but also culturally oriented and covertly species-deformed in comparison to subtle and highly objective phylogenetic cognition. This is one of the reasons why material culture has been constituted as an artificial system built from the broken down structures of the Earth as a foreign body with an anti-nature structure, orientation and regime.
Culture-a system with internal information
The young cultural order is not only structurally different and focused differently in comparison to the biosphere. It is also noticeably unified; it tends to readily objectify the available sociocultural information and expand its own environmental niche. Culture therefore grows from a single line of (human) biotic evolution yet "builds" from material from almost all natural structures on Earth. It objectifies different information about the outer world. It creates a different order, its own relatively independent implicate and explicate orders. The high input of supplementary energy from fossil fuels and strong economic integration in particular decrease its ability to adapt to both the animate and inanimate environments of the Earth; they inhibit its ability to spontaneously optimize in relation to negative feedback from the surroundings. Culture has also been disrupting the natural dynamic disequilibrium of life since the Industrial Revolution due to the fact that it has been growing much faster than the biosphere and has been unable to reach its zenith. The rate at which biodiversity has disappeared is at its highest since the natural disaster at the end of Mesozoic Era which wiped out the dinosaurs and introduced the age of mammals. Humans have therefore caused a crisis which could eventually lead to the end of our epoch.
The non-linear system of the Earth, which is overburdened by culture and which is not subject to mechanical causality, could enter a new disequilibrium caused by even the smallest stimulus. This self-regulating system will "sacrifice" any contemporary form of life to preserve its own integrity under new conditions. There is perhaps a kind of higher abstract justice in the fact that even humans, who have caused this biospheric "allergic reaction", are subject to the uncompromising logic of preserving its integrity. Humans have become an endangered species. It is the first time in human history that humans and their culture are endangered by the maternal environment of the very planet that made their creation possible. Even politicians, who have recently been preoccupied with maintaining power, economic growth and entrepreneurial freedom, will soon be forced to make decisions under the pressure of a threatened future.
To achieve a deeper understanding of the opposition between culture and nature we have to ask one unpleasant question: to what extent is the nature of contemporary culture related to humans and their neuronal cognition, to sociocultural information and to the character of spiritual culture? It is quite apparent that the direct link to humans as a biological species is determined by the special structure of the human body and human psyche, and by the aggressive type of adaptive strategy used by humans as a species.
The biological non-specialization of humans, which leads to the universality of human interests, means that the external environment not only becomes the target as they satisfy their vital needs and undertake theoretical cognition and aesthetic assessment but it is also the target of ownership, consumption and unlimited exploitation. Humans as a species have never learned to just enjoy the truth. Humans have learned to exploit, to aggressively adapt to the environment and to expand their external non-biological body-culture.
However, culture is a system with its own internal information and the conflict between culture and nature is therefore "causally" related to the nature and role of social spiritual culture. It is this social spiritual culture, the internal information of the cultural system (its imagined genome), which has been reproducing the shape of contemporary anti-nature culture. Changing the "genome of culture", including its hidden pre-configuration, is therefore key to mitigating and resolving the crisis. If we want to change a system that has an internal information (memory) system, we have to change the information, its memory. The reason is that the old constitutive information of this system has the ability to undo phenotype-based changes.
Two types of cultural order
We can begin to better understand the artificial cultural system, just like the natural ecosystems, if we distinguish between two types of cultural order. Culture, on the one hand, includes an order that is strictly prescribed by information (for example human, technology, structures, consumer objects, etc.) but on the other hand (as an aggregate that is subject to evolution) it cannot be a strictly information-prescribed system. Despite the fact that it also originates by means of succession, it differs significantly from natural ecosystems. Natural ecosystems originate from populations of highly-ordered living systems that are integrated by mutual food and functional dependencies but not by special ecosystem information. Cultural systems, which also include organisms and other strictly information-prescribed elements of technology and material culture, must also be integrated by means of human intellectual activity, by freely constitutive information-a dispersed spiritual culture. And this dispersed spiritual culture, a memory open to information changes, represents the hope that the contemporary anti-nature culture could be biophilically transformed, that it could be naturalized.
To be able to take advantage of this possibility, the public has to know that our culture did not come into existence by objectifying human genetic information but by objectifying human neuronal information, i.e. the social spiritual culture. The public has to know that the conceptual interpretation of the world that we create on the basis of the neuronal equipment of our animal ancestors cannot be as precise a representation of reality as the human genome at the molecular level. The cognitive component of the human psyche is the fastest developing part within the evolution of our species and which we rely on to keep increasing the objectivity of learning about the world. It has never been, and still is not, independentdespite originally being the executive organ of the human body and psyche, it has become an organ that corresponds to the demands of anti-nature culture. I have demonstrated above that it is subject to the hidden predatory spiritual paradigm of culture. This is the reason why we keep finding out that our interpretations are shaded by our interests, not only by individual and group ones, as is generally acknowledged, but also by the generally human, speciesselfish interests that are never talked about.
Therefore even scientific conceptual cognition, which now strictly describes the elements of the highly-sophisticated technology and social material culture, does not appreciate nature in all its fascinating arrangement, ontical creativity and complexity. Science is, for example, still linked to the pre-scientific orientation of the world, to plain language and cognition. Yet even as hominids and the first people, i.e. hunters and gatherers, we had to learn, encode using language and interpret the world in a species-colored way in order to be able to survive with our special biological equipment. The world represented what our conservative biological constitution was able to transmit to us at that particular time and what we were able to understand of the world thanks to the culture of that period. And since we were a priori evolutionarily adapted to external reality through our organism and genome, we never needed to know what nature and life were like, what culture was like and what position culture occupied in nature. This knowledge, a theoretical model of the ontical conflict between culture and nature, is only needed today.
The anti-nature cultural system originated from the core of human make-up; it originated spontaneously and its hidden spiritual base has crystallized and solidified by selecting out particular cultures. The predatory spiritual paradigm is therefore not only objectified but also reflected in human ontogenesis (the shaping of humans). Therefore the current cultural system is able to "actively defend" itself against accepting an environmentally positive information change. This resistance to any biophilic sociocultural information resembles an inter-species information barrier or the body's immune system: since the contemporary cultural system originated by objectifying information that conforms to the predatory preconfiguration, people refuse to listen to it; they do not understand what it means for the future, ethos and self-preservation of that information as far as culture is concerned.
Therefore the planetary solution to this crisis, which cannot develop out of human make-up alone but must include a philosophical recognition of its cultural roots, must first be proposed by high-level theory. A positive environmental transformation of existentially threatened culture through its biophilic paradigm and new constitutive information represents humanity's historically unprecedented attempt to end the unrestrained stage of the antinature cultural evolution. It could start a stage in a pro-nature cultural evolution, which would be symbiotic with nature. The hope that this attempt might succeed may also be based on the fact that the need for environmental change has grown spontaneously due to the critical development of the contemporary anti-nature culture. Although this crisis will have to deepen and the habitability of the Earth will have to become even more complicated before short-sighted party politicians will include the need for this decisive change in their programs; the need for this change is actually seen as being more urgent by ordinary people than by bankers, entrepreneurs and top-level political representatives.
Addendum: Declaration of Dependence 1
With every breath, every sip of water, and every bite of food we take, we depend on a healthy, unpolluted Earth.
Fearful for the future of mankind, we wish to express our concern about the way the current globalizing culture (civilization) is, through expansion, destroying the Earth and any prospects for the lives of future generations. It is demonstrably the case that the Earth is not the property of the human race and that humans are in no way superior to nature. Despite this, our culture is irreversibly destroying the majestic creation that has been shaped by the evolution of the land over billions of years; it is exhausting the Earth's non-renewable natural capital, exterminating living organisms and vast ecosystems that are millions of years old, as well as disrupting the global life system. It is eliminating the natural conditions which witnessed the origin of the human species and to which we are still biologically linked. It is high time that the short-sighted and self-satisfied admiration for everything human and cultural was brought to an end and that instead we start to preach both admiration and humility in relation to the fascinating evolutionary complexity of the Earth, which is the only possible host system for our culture. In the age of globalized culture we must abandon the predatory approach to nature that was once so useful for the rapid expansion of local cultures in a healthy biosphere. No biological species, not even our own, which was instrumental in creating culture, is able to conquer nature. The genomes of biological species represent only a fraction of the evolutionary wisdom of life and our theoretical knowledge is incapable of grasping its complexity. The biosphere is the cradle, home and grave of mankind, and human culture has to subordinate itself to it.
Nevertheless, unless we end the conflict between anti-nature culture and the Earth, the habitability of our planet will deteriorate and the whole human species could be subject, through its own fault, to premature extinction. General intellectual contemplation, which in ancient times focused on wonder, in the Middle Ages on humility, and in the modern period on doubt , will now be centered on a fear for our survival. The new, evolutionary-ontological understanding of the world therefore challenges us to acknowledge the imperative value of nature and the nature-dependent, merely instrumental, value of culture.
In line with the foregoing considerations, we would like to emphasize the following:
(1) The biosphere in its totality is the smallest relatively autonomous system capable of long-term development. All of its subsystems, individuals, populations, ecosystems and culture are temporary and conditional, and are existentially dependent on the creativeness and prosperity of the biotic whole. Even the harmonious upbringing of our children presupposes the presence of an impersonal mother nature alongside their biological mother.
(2) Nature is contained not only in our external environment but also in every one of us. We are one of many species on planet Earth of evolutionary origin and which are in harmony with the biosphere. However, we also know that we are an exceptional species, the only species to have ever created a culture, because, in harmony with our genome, we have ignited another evolution, an oppositional cultural evolution.
(3) The once inconspicuous cultural evolution now threatens the future of mankind due to its predatory orientation, masked behind affluence and the expansion of consumer technology. This is because culture is neither a cultivation of nature nor a continuation of its evolution by other means. It is an artificial physical system with its own internal information; this information is not, however, genetic information, but a human intellectual culture.
(4) This spiritual culture, the imagined genome of the cultural system, is not as wonderful and exalted as it once seemed. Since it is rooted in the human genome and since its particular components are still liable to the predatory philosophical foundations of ancient cultures, it is species-selfish, limited and short-sighted. It helps to expand a cultural system that ravages the planet irreparably.
(5) In the last three hundred years in particular we have succumbed to the temptation to give preference to developing human abilities and powers-cool symbolic communication, limited scientific rationality and economic calculation-that result in the growth of material riches and secular power over both humans and nature. The end result of this is a global technosphere unadjusted to natural reproduction.
(6) In a comparatively short period of time we have ravaged easily accessible natural assets, such as forests, ores and liquid fossil fuels. The planetary expansion of a technologically developed culture has been achieved only at the cost of occupying the Earth and damaging it for other living systems. Through our contemporary culture we are the single cause of the mass extinction of biological species that is now underway. And we, too, are a species endangered by our own culture.
(7) Since the laws on conserving mass and energy apply to the whole universe, cultural existence can come about only by destroying the older natural existence. The expansion of an artificial cultural existence results in a dangerous retreat in natural existence and the disappearance of the Earth's original natural order. It is in keeping with this natural order that evolution also harmonized the human organism. Cultural existence does not come about through positive destruction of nature but through negative technological destruction, and is dependent and transient; it is not harmonized with mankind in evolutionary terms. Nature can neither integrate it nor support its evolution without mankind.
(8) The predatory spiritual foundation of culture (the predatory paradigm) disseminated by contemporary science, education and politics must be replaced with respect and reverence for nature, by a biophilic spiritual paradigm. The never-ending political arguments about the correctness of either a right-or left-wing orientation hide the seriousness of the conflict between culture and the Earth, human biological invariability and dependence on nature. It prevents a change in the direction of culture to the benefit of cooperation with nature from gaining ground.
(9) Natural evolution is also evidently a pilot of the success of the human biological evolutionary construction. This test is, however, an indirect one; it is performed by means of human creations, i.e. the compatibility between the functions and body of culture with the biosphere. An over-extensive and anti-nature cultural system that exceeds the notional limit of stress exerted on Earth will inevitably cease to exist, and mankind along with it, irrespectively of its technological and informational level.
(10) The Earth's host system may tolerate and feed the allochthonous cultural system in the long term only if the inanimate culture system achieves maturity over time-if it grows, like the biosphere, in qualitative terms only. And this means intentionally bringing contemporary culture's metabolism, which has not adapted to nature, nearer to that of living systems. Otherwise we will exhaust natural raw materials and fuels unnecessarily rapidly and infest the planet with waste and cultural products that are incompatible with nature.
(11) In a situation where it is impossible to demonstrate either the somatic or mental improvement of humans through culture, the purpose of culture cannot consist merely in the growth of manufacturing and consumption, in a notional utility that we cannot even define. It cannot consist of dubious profit, which we cannot distribute equitably. It must comprise the health and welfare of humans inside a healthy biosphere. Even though we have a natural right to live and realize our potential as appropriate, i.e. to create and develop culture, we must abandon its current aggressive strategy. For the near and remote future alike we need a healthy and habitable Earth.
We therefore invite the public to reconsider the relationship between nature and culture, and to be cautious about the wider and more remote consequences of mankind's creations. Anti-nature culture is now expanding at an ever faster rate. It brings previously unknown affluence to the technologically developed part of mankind, but it does not remove poverty, war, violence and inequality. In its entirety it functions as the largest destructive power on Earth. The more we cooperate globally, the greater the harm we do to nature. Since culture destroys things which are not of our creation, it can also destroy everything we have created ourselves. Contemporary culture can be adapted to the Earth and to the human biological essence only if we approach it as an artificial, non-biological structure with inadequate internal information. The biophilic reconstruction of culture which awaits us therefore represents a challenge to all responsible people on this planet-scientists, politicians and laypersons alike. They will need to think, act and make decisions while bearing in mind that the Earth is the only inhabited planet in the universe as we know it today, and that it is a precious, original piece of this universe, which transcends both us and culture and which we have no right to destroy. It is high time we returned Earth to its sanctity, its long-overlooked evolutionary and informational value, its subjectivity that is superior to humans. We may have created enormous technological systems and developed information networks, but the natural order of both inanimate and animate forms that we have lost cannot be re-created, even by natural evolution. If we want to survive on Earth, we have to be wise and give way to nature. The age of the symbiosis of culture and nature still lies ahead of us.
